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We re-examine the 1/S-correction to the self-energy of the gapless magnon of a D-dimensional
quantum Heisenberg antiferromagnet in a uniform magnetic field h using a hybrid approach between
1/S-expansion and non-linear sigma model, where the Holstein-Primakoff bosons are expressed in
terms of Hermitian field operators representing the uniform and the staggered components of the
spin-operators [N. Hasselmann and P. Kopietz, Europhys. Lett. 74, 1067 (2006)]. By integrating
over the field associated with the uniform spin-fluctuations we obtain the effective action for the
staggered spin-fluctuations on the lattice, which contains fluctuations on all length scales and does
not have the cutoff ambiguities of the non-linear sigma model. We show that in dimensions D < 3 the
magnetic field dependence of the spin-wave velocity é— (h) is non-analytic in h?, with é_ (h)—é&_(0) o
R*In|h| in D = 3, and é_(h) — é-(0) o |h| in D = 2. The frequency dependent magnon self-energy
is found to exhibit an even more singular magnetic field dependence, implying a strong momentum
dependence of the quasi-particle residue of the gapless magnon. We also discuss the problem of
spontaneous magnon decay and show that in D > 1 dimensions the damping of magnons with

momentum k is proportional to |k|*>P~*

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 75.30.Ds, 75.40.Cx

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most successful methods for obtaining the
low-temperature properties of ordered quantum Heisen-
berg magnets is the expansion in inverse powers of the
spin quantum number S. The idea is to first map the
spin Hamiltonian onto an interacting boson model us-
ing either the Holstein-Primakoff! or the Dyson-Maleyev
transformation®2, and then study the resulting inter-
acting boson system by means of the usual many-body
machinery. As the interaction vertices appearing in the
boson Hamiltonian involve the small parameter of 1/,
the perturbative treatment of the interaction is formally
justified for large S. See, for example, Refs. [4)5] for
early applications of this approach to quantum antifer-
romagnets (QAFM). A disadvantage of this method is
that calculations for QAFM beyond the leading order in
1/S are very tedious due to a large number of interac-
tion vertices®. Moreover, the vertices are even singular
for certain combinations of external momenta®%7. Al-
though the singularities cancel in physical quantities if
the total spin is conserved®, the appearance of singular-
ities at intermediate stages of the calculation indicates
that this approach is not always the best way of calcu-
lating fluctuation corrections to the magnon spectrum.

In this work we shall re-consider the leading 1/S-
correction to the magnon self-energy of spin-S quantum
Heisenberg antiferromagnets in a uniform magnetic field
h at zero temperature in the regime where the system
has a finite staggered magnetization. Our starting point

if spontaneous magnon decay is kinematically allowed.

is the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
A1
H=53 7S 8= h-S (1.1)
ij i

where S; are spin operators normalized such that S? =
S(S + 1) and the magnetic field h is measured in units
of energy. The exchange integrals J;; connect nearest
neighbor sites r; and r; on a D-dimensional hypercubic
lattice with lattice spacing a, total volume V = a” N and
N sites. As long as |h| is smaller than a certain critical
value h. (see Eq. (220) below), the spin configuration
in the ground state is canted, as shown in Fig. [l We
choose our coordinate system such that the magnetic field
h = he, points along the x-axis and the staggered mag-
netization My = M;e, points in z-direction. The mag-
netic field generates a uniform magnetization M = Me,
pointing in the same direction as h, giving via h a gap in
the transverse magnon polarized parallel to h, while the
magnon polarized perpendicular to h remains gapless.
Due to the canting of the spins, the effective boson
Hamiltonian obtained from Eq. (IT]) within the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation contains cubic interaction ver-
tices proportional to S~'/2. Hence, to obtain the com-
plete 1/S-correction to physical observables, the cubic
vertices should be treated in second order perturbation
theory. The leading 1/S-corrections to the magnon spec-
trum turns out to be rather peculiar: Zhitomirsky and
Chernyshevi? have shown that for intermediate magnetic
fields in a certain range h. < |h| < h, there are no well-
defined magnons in a large part of the Brillouin zone due
to spontaneous two-magnon decays. Moreover, Syromy-
atnikov and Maleyevi! calculated the 1/S-correction to
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Spin configuration (S;) = Sm; in the
classical ground state of a two-sublattice antiferromagnet sub-
ject to a uniform magnetic field h = he; in the z-direction.
The hypercubic lattice can be divided into two sublattices, la-
beled A and B, such that the nearest neighbors of a given site
all belong to the other sublattice. The solid square denotes a
site of the A-sublattice and a solid circle denotes a site of the
B-sublattice. Here ¥y is the classical canting angle between
the direction of the staggered magnetization €2; and the local
spin direction ;.

the anisotropy induced gap of the magnon polarized par-
allel to the magnetic field, and showed that in dimensions
D < 3 the correction is unexpectedly large. They sug-
gested that meaningful results can only be obtained if
the 1/S-expansion is re-summed to all orders, which is of
course impossible in practice.

Unfortunately, within the conventional 1/S expan-
sion, the expressions for the magnon self-energies (see
Refs. [10/11]) are quite complicated. For example, from
the expression for the magnon self-energy given by Zhit-
omirsky and Chernyshevi® (which we reproduce in Ap-
pendix B) it is not immediately obvious that one of the
magnon branches remains gapless. In this work we shall
therefore re-consider this problem using our recently pro-
posed parameterization of the 1/S-expansion in terms
of Hermitian field operators’. The advantages of such
an approach have already been pointed out in Ref. [,
but the practical usefulness of this method has not been
demonstrated. In a sense, our method is a hybrid ap-
proach between the 1/S-expansion and the non-linear
sigma model (NLSM) approach?12:13. Recall that the
NLSM is an effective continuum theory for the staggered
spin-fluctuations of a QAFM. In contrast to the singu-

lar interaction vertices encountered in the conventional
1/S-expansion, the vertices describing interactions be-
tween transverse spin-fluctuations in the NLSM are finite
in momentum space and all scale as k2 for h = 0. On
the other hand, the NLSM has to be regularized using an
ultraviolet cutoff, so that the NLSM approach cannot be
used to obtain the numerical value of observables which
receive contributions from wave-vectors in the entire Bril-
louin zone. Our approach combines the advantages of the
1/S-expansion with the those of the NLSM by parame-
terizing the degrees of freedom in the 1/S-expansion from
the beginning in terms of a lattice version of the contin-
uum field representing staggered spin fluctuations in the
NLSM.

The rest of this work is organized as follows: After
giving a detailed description of our hybrid approach in
Sec. I we derive the effective action for staggered spin
fluctuations of our lattice model in Sec. [[II] and exhibit
the precise connection with the NLSM, where only the
leading orders in the derivatives are retained. In par-
ticular, we show how the regular vertices of the NLSM
emerge from the conventional 1/S-expansion. In Sec. [V]
we then use our method to derive expressions for the fre-
quency dependent part of the magnon self-energies which
for small magnetic field h determines the dominant h-
dependence of the magnon dispersions. In Sec.[V]the self-
energy of the gapless magnon is evaluated; in particular,
we show that in dimensions D < 3 the fluctuation cor-
rections to the spin-wave velocity and the quasi-particle
residue of the gapless magnon exhibit a non-analytic h-
dependence. We also discuss the problem of spontaneous
magnon decay in general dimensions. After a brief sum-
mary of our results in Sec. VIl we give in Appendix A
explicit expressions for the quartic interaction vertices
associated with two-magnon scattering in our hybrid ap-
proach. Finally in Appendix B we show numerically that
in D = 2 our result for the magnetic field dependency of
the spin-wave velocity of the gapless magnon can also be
extracted from the self-energy given by Zhitomirsky and
Chernyshev in Ref. [10].

II. HYBRID APPROACH: COMBINING THE
ADVANTAGES OF THE 1/S-EXPANSION WITH
THOSE OF THE NLSM

A. Holstein-Primakoff boson Hamiltonian

For completeness, let us briefly recall the general pro-
cedure for setting up the 1/S-expansion around a given
classical ground-state, characterized by the directions
m; = (8;)/|(S:)| of the local magnetic moments*. Sup-
plementing the unit vector m; by two additional unit
vectors egl) and 652) such that ez(-l), 652), m,; form a right-
handed orthogonal triad of unit vectors, and defining the
corresponding spherical basis vectors el = el(-l) + ipegz),
p = &£, we express the components of the spin operator

S; in terms of canonical boson operators b; and bl—L using



the Holstein-Primakoff transformationd,

S; = Slin; + S} = S, + % Sosrer,  (21)
p==%
with
SZ” =S—n;, nj= bTbi , (2.2a)
S = V2S 25 (2.2b)
S = \/ﬁbj\/%. (2.2¢)

Our spin Hamiltonian (I can then be written as the

following bosonic many-body Hamiltonian®
H=E+a)+ 0]+ o+ + i, (2.3)
with the classical ground state energy
S
cl __ o ) — .M,
Ef = ZJZJml T, SZh T, (2.4)
ij 7
and
Hy = —— ijmz m;(n; +n;) —l—Zh min; , (2.5)
ij
Al 1 f
H4 = 5 Z Jijmi smingng; , (26)
ij
H: = Z JijSi - Si-
- - ZZJZJ el )S;rS; v’ (2.7)
ij  pp’
A = =38 (=Y Ji;S)m,)
4 J
= =) Jij(S 1),
]
=3 85 (h=> JiySmy). (2.8)
4 J

The part H' of the Hamiltonian describes the coupling
between transverse and longitudinal spin fluctuations
generated by the uniform magnetic field. Within the
Holstein-Primakoff approach, we expand the square roots

in Egs.([220) and ([2.2d) in powers of S~

n;b;
+
ST = v2§ [ 1S (2.9a)
_ T ani
S; = v2§ bi_i—S_'—'” . (2.9b)

The boson representation of the operator H~ can then
be written as an infinite series of multiple-boson interac-
tions involving even powers of boson operators, while H’
becomes an infinite series of terms involving odd powers
of boson operators,

HY = Hf + H +0(57Y),
H = H +Hs+0(S7?),

(2.10)
(2.11)

where the subscripts indicate the number of boson oper-
ators. Making the reasonable assumption that the true
spin configuration in the ground state resembles the clas-
sical one shown in Fig. [l (but with a renormalized canting
angle 1), we have

(Si) = (S

where we have chosen h = he,, and the true canting
angle ¥ is related to n and m via n = cos®? and m = sin .
Here (; assumes the value +1 on one sublattice (which we
call the A-sublattice) and —1 on the other sublattice (the
B-sublattice). A convenient choice of the other members
of the local triad is

@) (2 _

e’ =e, , €7 =—(ne; +me, .

i), ™y = Gne, +me; (2.12)

(2.13)

The relevant scalar products in this basis are for nearest
neighbor sites ¢ and 7,

m;-m; = m?>—n’=—a, (2.14a)
ef el = e e = 2n? | (2.14Db)
e e, = e e;r =2m?, (2.14c¢)
el -m; = —e; -, = —2inm(; = —iA(;, (2.14d)
h-m; = hm, (2.14e)
where we have defined
a = n?*—m?=1-2m? =cos(29), (2.15)
A = 2nm = sin(29). (2.16)
Then we obtain from Eq. (24)),
E§' = -NDJS?*a — NShm, (2.17)
and from Eq. (23),
gl — Zn ,
H) = 7hcznl, (2.18)
where
2madh
Zp =14 2ok (2.19)
he
and we have introduced the notation
he = 4DJS, 2.20)
0h = h—hm. (2.21)



In the classical limit S — oo the exchange field h.m
exactly cancels the external field h, so that in this limit
o0h = 0. However, for finite S the difference 6h = h—h.m
is finite. We shall show in Sec. [[IIl that 6k is actually of

the order of mh./S. The longitudinal part H LU of the
Hamiltonian involving four boson operators is

~ «
iy = —3 Z Jijning
ij

and the leading two terms of the transverse part of the
Hamiltonian are

Hy: = —ZJU
+(ef - »)b;fbt—k(e;-

- ZJ”

(2.22)

;) blb; + (e - ef) blb;

e; ) bjbi]
2(bfb; + blb;) + n?(b]bl + b;bi)]

(2.23)

2
ij

m2
j

(2.24)

Finally, the part H' of our effective boson Hamiltonian
describing the coupling between transverse and longitu-
dinal fluctuations can be written as

H =AY JiiGSPn; +noh Yy ¢S,
ij [

(2.25)

where we have set S& = SZ-(l) + iSi@), so that
S Z oM. g = %(S;r +S7),  (2.26a)
SO ® .5, = %(Sj ~S0). (2.26b)

The alternating factor ¢; in Eq. (2:25) indicates that this
term describes Umklapp scattering across the boundary
of the antiferromagnetic Brillouin zone. For our purpose
it is sufficient to neglect all terms in the expansion of
Eq. (211 involving five and more boson operators, which
amounts to retaining only H, and Hs. With our choice
of basis vectors these can be written as

H = ndhg > G (2.27)
I’j[3 = /\g Z Jijg(bi — bi)n] . (228)
ij

Let us emphasize that if we use the Dyson-Maleyev
transformation?2 to bosonize the spin operators, we ob-
tain a non-Hermitian transverse part Hj- which differs

from Eq. [2.24) while Hy, Ha, Hs, and Hﬂ are the same
as above. Since the physical quantities calculated in this
work are essentially determined by Hs our results do not
depend on whether we use the Holstein-Primakoff or the
Dyson-Maleyev formalism.

B. Linear spin-wave theory

To obtain the magnon spectrum within linear spin-
wave theory, we neglect H Jll and H ' and approximate the
transverse part H* by its quadratic term in the expan-
sion of the spin operators in terms of the boson operators,
H+ =~ Hi. We should now diagonalize the quadratic
boson Hamiltonian Hy = Iﬂl + Hs. We work in the
sublattice basis and Fourier transform the spin- and bo-
son operators on each sublattice separately: for sites r;
belonging to the A-sublattice we define

2 .
ST = (= 2 e* s, (2.29)
k
b = ,/Nzk:e i Ay (2.30)
and for sites r; belonging to the B-sublattice,
2
SP = Voo ST . (2.31)
k
2 ik-Tj
b=\ Zk:e By, (2.32)

where the wave-vector sums are over the reduced (anti-
ferromagnetic) Brillouin zone. The quadratic part Hy =
ﬁy + Hj" of our effective boson Hamiltonian becomes

Hy = JoS> [Zn(AlAx + B}By)
k

+n’(B_k A + ALBT )
+m27k(B};Ak + A};Bk)] , (2.33)

where v, = jk/jo with

-1 ik (r—;
szﬁze ke(ri=rs) ... (2.34)

Note that

JoS =2DJS = h./2. (2.35)
To completely diagonalize H, we first introduce the Sym-
metric and antisymmetric combinations

Cka =

[Ak. + UBk.] , o==1, (2.36)

1
V2



and then perform a Bogoliubov transformation,

C%U _ Uko —O0Vko ika
(CLW) B <—O"Uka Uko ot ) (2:37)

where
Z 2 -
Uy = \/ h+ oM g + €g 7 (2383.)
2€kg
Z 28k — €ko
o — ¢ T
2€ka
with
2 \2 2 \2]Y?
ko = [(Zh+0'm Vi)™ — (" Vk) }
1/2 1/2
= [Zn+ 0w [Zn—oan] P (239)
Note that
A 2
Wi, 4+ vl = w7 (2.40)
€ko
2
NikoUhy = 1. (2.41)
€ko

Within linear spin-wave theory A = 0 and hence Z;, = 1,
but the factor Z;, will deviate from unity if we take higher
orders in 1/S into account. Since the above transforma-
tions are canonical, our magnon operators Vo satisfy
the usual bosonic commutation relations,

Wo, UL, ] = Ok 0o - (2.42)

In terms of the new operators Uy, the quadratic spin-
wave Hamiltonian Hs is diagonal,

A~ ~ ~ 1 1)
Hy =Y Bio U], 000 + 5| + By, (2.43)
ko
with the magnon dispersions
Ero = JoSers. (2.44)
The constant
m_ N5 2Zn
EOH = —3ZhJOS =-NDJS < (2.45)

is the 1/S-correction to the ground state energy due to
longitudinal spin fluctuations. The total 1/S-correction
to the ground state energy is obtained by adding the

zero-point energy of the transverse spin-waves to Eéi),

1

1 1

B = By + 5 Ei
ko

—NDJS2ClT(h), (2.46)

with

Ci(h) = %Z(zh — €ho).

ko

(2.47)

In the long-wavelength limit we obtain to linear order in
0h = h — hem and to quadratic order in k,

E}. = mhch+ Ak, (2.48a)
Ei_ = n’mheoh + k% (2.48b)
For small m the spin-wave velocities are
A = c(1-3m?), (2.49a)
A = c2(n* +2m35h/h.), (2.49b)

where ¢g is the leading large-S result for spin-wave ve-
locity for h = 0,

co = 2v/D.JSa. (2.50)

At the level of linear spin-wave theory we may approxi-
mate the canting angle by its classical value ¥, which is
determined by the condition dh = 0, or equivalently

m = sindg = h/he. (2.51)
This result can also be obtained by minimizing the clas-
sical energy E§! in Eq. (Z4). The gap of the dispersion
Ej+ is then simply given by h, while the dispersion Ej_
is gapless with spin-wave velocity

h2

c- =con=coq/l— 72 (2.52)

C. Hermitian field operators

In the usual 1/S-approach one now substitutes the re-
lations between the original Holstein-Primakoff bosons
b; and the magnon-operators Vg, into Eqgs. (222 224
227 [228). This yields rather lengthy expressions in-
volving momentum dependent vertices. However, if one
is only interested in the transverse staggered spin fluctua-
tions, it is better perform another transformation which
separates the staggered from the uniform spin fluctua-
tions. Therefore we express the magnon operators Vg,
in terms of two Hermitian field operators Xy, and Pg,
achieving the natural normalization on a lattice as fol-
lows?16:17

Vko o } A
— Xpo + —Pro |,
2 ko x/??ﬁ;; ko
where the phase factors p; = —i and p_ = 1 are chosen
for later convenience. Here the dimensionless factors v,

are defined by

Uio = po { (2.53)

_ l?ka
B Zxko7

Vko (2.54)



where
Ako = 2J05%ke = heZko, (2.55)
and
Zho = [Uko + Vko)€ko /2
= [Zn+ (0 Fom®m/2. (2.56)

Note that Z, = 1 to leading order in 1/5, so that to this
order

(2.57a)
(2.57b)

ze- = (1+am)/2,

where @ = n2 —m?2. In particular for k — 0 we have

2y — 1 and 2~ — (1 + a)/2 = n?. One easily verifies
the canonical commutation relatlons

[ng, Pk/g/] = i5k7,k/5070/. (258)

The quadratic part of the spin-wave Hamiltonian can
then be written as

. 1 A 5 X X
Hy, = §kZAkU {Pfkapko +V1%UX71WX’W +E€<Jﬁ)'
(2.59)

In contrast to the lattice normalization of Eq. (253) in
Ref. [16] we focused on the continuum limit to exhibit
the relation with the NLSM. In that case a continuum
normalization of the fields is more convenient,

Vo = pos | [EUHU cbg}, 2.
k 2VEk0' kollke +iXo Pk (2.60)

where o = (2Jpa”)~! is the large-S limit of the uniform
transverse susceptibility for A = 0. The continuum fields
fulfill the commutation relation

ko, Prror] = iVOk, koo (2.61)

The relation between lattice and continuum normaliza-
tions is

N N -

e, = a” Xko, 2.62
k “ Szkg k ( )

ékg = \/NSZkUPkU. (2.63)

Our spin-wave Hamiltonian (Z43) in continuum normal-
ization can be written as

1 L ) N . 1

Hy, = Wz {Xo 1P o ®po + XOElzaH*kUHkU} + Eéll)'
ko

(2.64)

The field Ik, corresponds precisely to the continuum
field representing transverse staggered spin fluctuations
in the non-linear sigma model?. However, here we would
like to calculate also short-wavelength properties on a lat-
tice, so that we shall work with the lattice normalization

2.53).

D. Spin-wave interactions

In order carry out the 1/S-expansion using the opera-
tors X, and Py, defined in Eq. ([2353]), we should first
express the interaction part of the bosonized Hamilto-
nian in terms of these operators. To obtain the leading
1/S-correction to linear spin-wave theory, it is sufficient
to approximate the effective bosonized Hamiltonian by

H@E81+ﬁ1+ﬁ2+ﬁ3+ﬁ4, (265)
where Hy = fl! + Hj". Later we shall use the phase
space path integral to derive the effective action for
staggered fluctuations. All expressions in the Hamilto-
nian should therefore be symmetrized whenever powers
of non-commutating operators are encounteredi®1%:20,
Only after symmetrization we may replace the field op-
erators by numbers. If A1A2 - A, is a product of op-
erators consisting of ng or Pkg in arbitrary order, the
symmetrized product is

A . 1 PO R
(A Ay A, EHZAplAPQ---APn, (2.66)
P

where the sum is over all n! permutations of 1,...,n. We
obtain from Eq. (Z27)) for the linear part of the Hamil-
tonian,

Hl = n5hv SNPO,.
The part Hs in Eq. (Z28) can be written as

\/ Z Ok +ka+ks,0

kl koks

(2.67)

- Nh)\A
H; = —

1
=TPXX (ki kg, k3){ Proy — Xiey— Xy }

X D

1 . N .
+_F1—Di{f(k’1; k2, k3) P, - Xyt Xy +
TR X (Revs Foas os) { Py + Xt § Xes -

+_.F1—3++(k1; k3, k3) Pre, — Prey 4 Prey +

3'FPPP(k1, ko, k3) Py, Py, P, |, (2.68)
where the vertices are

heA
TPXX (Ky ko, k3) = Vi1 s

(2.69a)

2

>
>

C

FPXX (kh ks, k3) = [Fykl — Vk2

— Yks), (2.69b)

T
>

TV (K1 kos ks) = Vo

(2.69¢)

T
> U

PPl (k1 ko, k3) = Vier s (2.69d)

T
> U

IPPP(ky ko, k3) =

(Ver + Veo + Vis] - (2.69€)

2



Explicitly, the symmetrized products in Eq. (ZG8) are
IS 1

{Pxa} = 5 [151,)22} : (2.70)
+
A A 1 ~ ~ A A A oA
{PX2X5} = g(P1X2X3 + X2 X3P))
1 ~ ~ A PPN
+ 6(X2P1X3+X3P1X2)
1r~ A~ A
= |:P1;X2X3:| ) (2.71)
2 +

where [A17A2]+ = Ay Ay + Ay A; is the anti-commutator
and we have abbreviated Pkl by Py and analogously for
the other labels. . . .

Finally, consider the part Hy = H, Jll + Hj of the Hamil-
tonian involving four boson operators, which according

to Egs. (Z22) and (2:24) is given by
= _—ZJU{nmJ [nzbb + bingb;
5B, _,_ansz]}
+— Z Jij {nmj 7 [nibi bl + bibln;

Expressing fI4 in terms of the operators Pkg and ng
defined in Eq. (Z53) and symmetrizing all expressions
containing non-commuting operators we obtain

H, = 0” + 0H, + HY, (2.73)
where
2) NDJSQOé
EOH 25)2 (2.74)

is a 1/S%-correction to the classical ground state energy,
and

N 1 N N N N
o1 = 5 ; (D8 ()P Prog + T (k)X oo X |,
(2.75)
is a 1/S-correction to Hs. The vertices are
rfk) = h—a(l + 0Vk), (2.76a)
7 45
X — —
PX(k) = Z5(a—om) (2.76b)

Finally, the properly symmetrized quartic part H 4 of our
spin-wave Hamiltonian is given in Appendix A. For our
purpose it is only important that the corresponding inter-
action vertices are non-singular functions of the external
momenta and are analytic functions of h2.

IIT. EFFECTIVE ACTION FOR THE
STAGGERED SPIN FLUCTUATIONS

In Ref. [7] the precise relation between the magnon
quasi-particle operators of the 1/S-expansion and the
continuum fields I, representing transverse fluctuations
of the staggered magnetization has been established. In
this section we shall use this relation to derive the ef-
fective action for the staggered spin fluctuations for the
Hamiltonian () retaining sub-leading 1/S-corrections
and short wave length fluctuations in the entire Brillouin
zone. A

For weak magnetic fields, the operators P, corre-
spond to transverse fluctuations of the total spin, while
X, describe staggered (antiferromagnetic) spin fluctua-
tions. To calculate the self-energy of antiferromagnetic
magnons, we can therefore eliminate the degrees of free-
dom associated with the generalized momenta P,. This
is most conveniently done using path integration. The
appropriate path integral in our case is the imaginary
time phase space path integrall®12. Recall that for a
one-dimensional quantum mechanical system with posi-
tion operator X, momentum operator P, and Hamilto-
nian H (P, X) the partition function can be written as

2~ [pinxion{ [ P2 - nirn]]

(3.1)
where Hg(P,X) is obtained from the Hamiltonian
H(P,X) by first symmetrizing H (P X) with respect
to the ordering of the operators X and P, and then
replacing the operators by their eigenvalues. In prin-
ciple, ambiguities associated with the operator order-
ing in the phase space path integral can always be re-
solved by going back to the discretized definition of the
path integrall®1?. However, recently Gollisch and Wet-
terich2%:2% showed that in the continuum notation the
symmetrization prescription leads to the same result as
the more fundamental discretized definition of the phase
space path integral. The Euclidean action corresponding
to our spin-wave Hamiltonian is of the form

ZSI P, X,]

where S;[P,, X,] contains [ powers of the fields. To ob-
tain the effective action Ses[X,] for the staggered fluc-
tuations, we integrate over the generalized momenta,

e~ Sett[Xo] / D

Within the Gaussian approximation (corresponding to
linear spin-wave theory) we truncate the expansion (3.2
at the term [ = 2. The relevant contributions to
S|Py, Xs| can be written as

S[P,, X,] (3.2)

e~ SlPe.Xol, (3.3)

So = BIES + ES, (3.4)

f
Si[P_] = BndhV/SNP,_, (3.5)



and

Sa[Pyr, Xy =

V™

Z[Ako P KUPKU+ngX KUXKO’)
K,o

~w(P ko Xk — X ko Pics)], (3.6)

where the last term in Eq. (3.6) corresponds to the mea-
sure term ¢POX /07 in the phase space functional integral
@BJ). The fields Pk, and Xk, are defined by replacing
the operators Pro and Xpo by quantum fields Py, (7)
and Xk, (7) depending on imaginary time 7 and expand-
ing the fields in frequency space,

Peo() = > e " Py,

w

ng(T) e Z eiiWTXKU.

w

(3.7a)

(3.7b)

We combine momenta k and bosonic Matsubara frequen-
cies iw to form a composite label K = (k,iw). In general
the canting angle can be determined from the condition
that the functional average of the field Px—o — vanishes,

(Py_) = 0. (3.8)

Eq. B38) defines the correction 6h = h — hem = h —
hesint and hence the sine of the renormalized canting
angle sint = m = (h— dh)/h.. Within the Gaussian ap-
proximation this implies 0h = 0, leading to the classical
result (ZX1). Hence S1[P-] = 0 within this approxima-
tion and the effective action for the fields X, is given by
the Gaussian integral

7Seff[X ] ~e /D

Carrying out the integration, we obtain in Gaussian ap-
So + Sc(g) [X5], where

e~ 52lFPr Xo], (3.9)

proximation Seg[X,] =

(0) BZEka+w X X
Akg —KoAKo-

(3.10)
At long wavelengths this action has the same form as the
corresponding Gaussian part of the action of the NLSM.
However, in contrast to the NLSM, our action is defined
on the lattice so that fluctuations on all wavelengths are
included. The Gaussian propagator of the X,-field is
thus

AQ
(XkoXKio)0 = 0K, K000 (5Akg)*1¢w2. (3.11)

Bip +
The other propagators are within Gaussian approxima-
tion

E
(PxoPrio)o = 5K,,K,5M/(5Akg)*1#w2,(3.12)

(XkoPrior)o = 0k — K050 (BAKy) !

Here the symbol {...)o denotes functional averaging with
the Gaussian action S3[P,, X,]. Note that the formal
sum Y (XgsP_go)o represents the expectation value
of the symmetric operator ({XsPro})o = 0, so that
we should regularize formally divergent Matsubara sums
using a symmetric convergence factor cos(w07),

w cos(w0™)
ﬁz oz =0

The higher 1/S-corrections to Seg[X,], can now be ob-
tained by including the spin-wave interactions perturba-
tively. Therefore we rewrite Eq. (B3] as

<{XkUPkd} (314)

Seft[Xo] = 50-1-5 )[X,] + SIX,], (3.15)

where the interaction part SIF[X,] is defined via the fol-

lowing functional average,

SHX,] = —1n<eiSi“t[P"’X"]>P

[ D[P~ 521Pr Kol g~ S [Po, Xo

=—In fD[P]efsﬂPU,XU]

] . (3.16)

where

Sint[Po, Xo] = S1[P-] + ZSz Py, Xo].

=3

(3.17)

The leading correction of relative order 1/S arises from
the first order correction due to S4[P,, X,| corresponding
to Hy defined in Eqs. (2273, 274, 275, [AJ), and the
second order corrections due to the sum of S;[P_] and
S3[P,, X4], corresponding to H' ~ H,+ Hs in Eqs. (2.67)
and (2.68). Note that to order 1/S the difference 6h =
h—hem and hence S;[P_] are finite, so that the condition
B3) for the renormalized canting angle reduces to

<P0_ (Si[Po_] + Ss [P,,,X(,])>0 = 0. (3.18)

Performing the Gaussian averages we obtain to first order
in1/85,

he

6h =m(l - Ca(h)] 5,

(3.19)
with the numerical constant

1
Ca(h) = N Z [ty + Vo — 0Vk (Uke + OVKo )]

ko
1 1 — 7y — on’y
= — S ——— 3.20
Ve 20

Our condition ([BI9) leads to the same 1/S-corrections
for the canting angle as in Ref. |21] and thus yields the
same result for the uniform magnetization. Note that
S1[P_] is of order S~1/2 and should be taken into account



on the same footing with S3[P,, X, in second order per-
turbation theory to collect all corrections of relative order
1/S. Using Eq. (8.19) we obtain for the total contribution
of order S~1/2 to the action S’[P,, X,] corresponding to

H' in Eq. 1),
S/[PU,XU] ~ Sl[Pf] + Sg[Pg,Xa-]
E heA
2 /88
/2
+/6 N Z 6K1+K2+K3,0

K1 Ko K3

Ca(h)Py—

1
X grlj)_(i((kl;k2,k3)PK1_XK2_XK3—

1
—i-gl"fff(kl; k2, k3) P, - X Xicyt

+Fif§ (k1; kg; k3)PK1+XK2+XK3_
1

+§Fljii(k1, kQ, kB)PK17PK2+PK3+

1
—TPPP(ky, ky, k3) P, - P, P, | .(3.21)

+3! T

The leading correction to the Gaussian approximation
for the effective action Seg[X,] is of order 1//S,

SEPIX,) = (8P Xol)p, (3.22)

where the subscript indicates the power of 1/S. The
1/S-correction is

SRIX,] = (SulPr, Xo])p

—%<(5'[P0—7Xa] - <S’[PU7XU]>p)2>P (3.23)

To calculate the Gaussian average in Eq. (322) we use
the fact that averaging the field Pk, for fixed X yields

w

(Pko)p = A

Xko (3.24)

After proper symmetrization of the vertices we obtain

1/2
S(EH/ )[XU] = ﬁ N Z 5K1+K2+K3;0
KiKyKj
1
x [gF@,,(Kl, Ko, K3) X, Xie, Xy

1
+§r£3>++(K1;Kg,Kg)XKl_XK2+XK3+ ., (3.25)

with
F(B) (K K K) — hc)‘ Vi1 W1 ’7k2WQ+’7kSLU3
_ 1,432,123 /85 AkI, Ak27 Akgf
+ (7/@1 + Vko + ")/k2)(AJ1CU2w3 (326)

NN

FIG. 2: (Color online) Graphical representation of the inter-
action vertices Vi (K1, Ko, K3) and V_ (K1, K2, K3) defined
in Egs. (328) and (329). Solid lines represent the gapless
field X_, while dashed lines correspond to the gapped field
X4. The shape of the symbols reflects the symmetry of the
vertices with respect to the permutation of the labels.

hed (Viey — Vhes — Viea )
Viez W2 Ve, W1WaWwWs3 } 3.97
AV, Aoy~ Ayt Ayt ( )

T, (K Ko, K3) =

Vo W3
Ak’s-i—

+

Actually, the terms cubic in the frequencies which are
due to the cubic terms in the Pk, in Eq. (821 can be
omitted, because the contribution of these terms to the
self-energy of the X-fields is frequency-independent to
order 1/S. Since we are only interested in the frequency
dependent part of the self-energy, we may thus replace

1"(_3)__(K1,K2,K3) — V_(K1,Ks, K3)

hc)\ Vi, W1 Vo W2 Vs W3
= + : 3.28
V88 [Aklf A, Ak37j| (3.28)
F(_33r+(K1;K27K3) — Vi (K1, Ky, K3)
hc)\ w1 Vo W3 Vs W2
= — Yy — + + .
\/@ [(7161 Vi ’7k'3) Aklf Ak3+ Ak2+ }
(3.29)

Graphical representations of the interaction vertices
Vo (K1, Ko, K3) are shown in Fig.

At this point we can make contact with the NLSM,
which is an effective low-energy theory for staggered spin
fluctuations. In the presence of a uniform magnetic field
the Euclidean action of the NLSM is!2:13,

B D
SnLsm[Q] = %/0 dT/dDT{Z((?HQ)Q
pn=1
20,9 — ih x 9)2}, (3.30)

where the unit vector Q(7, ) represents the slowly fluctu-
ating staggered magnetization, ps; and c are the spin stiff-
ness and the spin-wave velocity at temperature T' = 0,
and 0, = 0/0r, is the spatial derivative in direction
w=1,...,D. The model (B30) can be obtained from
the corresponding NLSM for h = 0 by substituting
0r — 0r —ihx. Although this procedure does not explic-
itly take into account the magnetic field dependence of



the spin-wave velocity and the spin stiffness, one usually
argues that ¢ and p, in Eq. (330) are effective parame-
ters, implicitly including the effect of the magnetic field.
However, this procedure is based on the assumption that
in the presence of a magnetic field the magnon dispersions
can be characterized by a single spin-wave velocity c(h).
From Eqs. (2.49al) and (2.49b)) it is clear that this assump-
tion is not justified, because the dispersion of spin-wave
mode polarized parallel to the magnetic field involves a
different spin-wave velocity than the mode polarized per-
pendicular to the magnetic field6. Apparently, there are
no published calculations of the 1/S-corrections to the
magnetic field dependence of the spin-wave velocity. In
the following section we shall show that in dimensions
D < 3 the magnetic field dependence of the spin-wave ve-
locity ¢—(h) of the gapless magnon mode is non-analytic
in h2.

To make contact with our spin-wave approach, let us
consider the interaction vertex due to the magnetic field
in the NLSM. Therefore we rewrite Eq. (30) as

D
/dT/dD ;
+§/0 dT/dDr(h-ﬂ)2

B
— z/ dT/dDrM-(QxaTQ),
0

SNLSM[Q] = 072(879)2}

X2
— BVZ=h
h 2

(3.31)

where x = p,/c? and M = yh. Choosing the coordinate
system such that the staggered magnetization points in
direction e, and keeping in mind that h = he,, we now
set 2 = /1 — IT%e, +II and expand Eq. (3.31)) in powers
of the transverse fluctuations Il. Retaining only terms up
to cubic order in the fluctuations IT =1l e, +1I_e, we
obtain in momentum-frequency space,

Snrsm (€]

X
+§‘/K;(w2+02k2+mg)H—KaHKo’

X2
~ —BVZh
s 2

B
—ixh / dr / dPrII1o.11_ + O(1l;), (3.32)
0

where m? = 0 and m% = h%. At the first sight, the cu-
bic interaction in Eq. (8:32) does not resemble the cubic

term Sc(;f/m [X,] in Egs. 32EH3.2T)). However, the NLSM
is only valid to leading order in the derivatives, so that for
a comparison with Eq. [332) we should expand the ver-
tices [B206) and (B:27) to leading order in momenta and

frequencies. Moreover, for small A we may approximate

10
Ao =~ h., so that we obtain

F(_3)__(K1,K2,K3) ~ [w1 —+ wo —|—CLJ3] = O,

A
Vv8S

(3.33)
T8 (Kys Ko, Ky) &~ —[—wn + ws + wi]
i Uy ~-1 2 3
A
= 22y, (3.34)

Vi3S

where we have used the fact that wy + ws + w3 = 0 by
energy conservation. Finally, using the relation (2.62)
between continuum and lattice normalization of the field
representing the staggered spin fluctuations, it is easy to
see that for weak magnetic field the continuum limit of
our lattice action S’é;f/m [X,] in Eq. (328) reduces to the
cubic term in the expansion ([B32)) of the NLSM.

IV. FREQUENCY DEPENDENT PART OF THE
SELF-ENERGY TO ORDER 1/S

Defining the non-interacting propagators of the stag-
gered spin fluctuations,

Ak:a'

GO,U(K) = W, (41)

and expressing the corresponding interacting propagators

in terms of the self-energies ¥, (K),

G N (K) =Gy o(K) + S4(K), (4.2)

the leading frequency dependent contribution to the self-

energy correction of the gapless magnon mode can be
written as

S(K) = NZZU:GOU Go.o(K'+ K)

xVA(K,K',—K — K'), (4.3)

while the self-energy of the gapped magnon mode is

Y (K = N ZGO,
fo(K’,K, ~-K - K'),

Go+(K' + K)

(4.4)

where we have used V,(—-K,-K' K + K') =
-V, (K,K',—K — K'). The corresponding Feynman dia-
grams are shown in Fig.[8l The frequency integrations in
Egs. (£3) and (£4) can now be performed analytically;
the relevant integrals are

* dz T
I™(E E :/ hated
ErB2) = | T Bt + B

n

n—1
El

_ ﬁ (Eg + iw)"
2 |E2 (B —iw)?

Eb[E} — (B2 + iw)?]

, (4.5)
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where n = 0,1, 2. Explicitly,

11

Ei+ By
10 = ! , 4.6a
Z_l_ — 1 2E1E2[(E1 + E2)2 + oﬂ] ( )
2 m = — d , (4.6b)
2E2[(E1 + E2)2 + w2]
2
@ - BB B+t (4.6¢)
2E2[(E1 + E2)2 + w2]
FIG. 3: (Color online) Feynman diagrams of the self-energy
corrections to second order in the three-legged vertices, see
Eqs. @3) and ([@4). The slashed tadpole diagrams give
frequency-independent contributions of order 1/S which are
analytic functions of the magnetic field. Since in this work
we are only interested in the frequency dependent part of the
self-energy, we shall omit the tadpole diagrams. The result for the self-energies can be written as
h2)\% 2 . .
S(K) = E= > {sar e qr [ MU, @)1 (10, k. q) + 2Mo(k, @) M (k, )11 (i, k. q)
q
3 (k, )17 (i, q)|
trq- kg [M2 (k@)1 (iw, ) +2M (k. )M (g, k)" (ic0, . q)
M2 (q, k) I? (iw, k, q)} } , (4.7)
h2)\2 2 0) /. 1) /.
S(K) = E= D zamnear [ME(g IO (w0, k. q) + 20 (q, k) Mo(g. k) I (iw, k. q)
q
+M3 (g, k)T (iw, k, q)} : (4.8)
[
where For later reference we note that
274 — 1
Mo(0,q) = 2+ 79— (411a)
Zq+ Z0—
Ic(rZr)/ (iw’ kv q) = w?*ﬂ[(n) (eq‘h Ek*qa" ’ w)a (49) MJr (O’ q) - 07 (411b)
1
M_(0,q) = — - 4.11
(0.9) = _— P (4.11¢)
1 1
and we have introduced the functions Mo(k,0) = ot + P (4.11d)
1
My (k,0) = — — L& (4.11¢)
Zk+ 20+
Mok, q) = Yo Yk —q —'ykf,J, (4.10a) M_(k,0) = 0. (4.11f)
Zk,; at Yo ke Furthermore, if both k and ¢ are small
My (k.q) = ﬁ - z—:’ (4.10b) 2
—q q . 2 op. 4 4 722
B ’ Zle— Zk—q— ' ' (412)



V. RENORMALIZATION OF THE GAPLESS
MAGNON

A. Spin-wave velocity

We now show that in dimensions D < 3 the leading
1/S-correction to the spin-wave velocity ¢_(h) of the gap-
less magnon is non-analytic in h2. Therefore we expand
for small w and |k|,

Yo (k,iw) = fow® + fiwg
+ fow + faw?wi + fawp + O(W%), (5.1)

where w and wy, = c_ |k| are assumed to have the same or-
der of magnitude and c_ = cgn? is the spin-wave velocity
within linear spin-wave theory, see Eq. ([2.52). To calcu-
late the renormalized spin-wave velocity we may neglect
in Eq. (5) the terms of order w* involving the coeffi-
cient fa, f3 and fy. Using Egs. (@) and (£2) we obtain
for the infrared behavior of the propagator of the gapless
mode

) Z_hen?
G_ (k, Z(U) = m (52)
Introducing the dimensionless constants Fy and Fi,
Fo = hen*fo, Fy = hen®fi, (5.3)

the wave-function renormalization factor Z_ can be writ-
ten as
1

Z_ = ~1— F 5.4
1+F0 05 ( )
and the renormalized spin-wave velocity ¢_ obeys
&2 1+ 7
— = ~1+ F — Fp. 5.5
2 1+ Fy +h 0 ( )

The constants fp and fo> associated with the expansion in
powers of frequencies for vanishing external momentum
can be obtained by expanding ¥_(k = 0,w) in powers of

w?. Using Eq. (&1) and Eqs. (ZITaHATIIA) one gets

h2)\2 2 0) .
e A M0, )1 (1, 0,9)
q

¥ _(0,iw) =
—I—Z?FME (0, q)I(,Oz (1w, 0, q)}

2
_phen 2 { [a + 5 (299 — V)]
Eq+[(2Eq+)? + w?]

2= _7!1]2 } (5.6)
Eq-[2Eq-)? +w? ] 7
Using h2A\? = 4n?h?, we obtain for the first two coeffi-
cients in the frequency expansion,

+

2
fo = T2 5 f ot 320 - )
"7 165 N 4 B3,

+

2= - Ve’ },

R (5.7)
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fy = n?h? 2 Z{ [%1 + %(2’711 _ 1)}2
q

165 N 4ET,

(5.8)

= —vq]z}
4E)_

Keeping in mind that zq— /20— — 74 = O(g?) for small
q, it is easy to see that in the domain of small magnetic
field (h < h.) the integrals on the right-hand sides of the
equations above are dominated by the first term involving
the gapped mode 4. More precisely, the relevant ul-
traviolet cutoff for the momentum integrals in Eqs. (5.7
[5.8)) is the inverse of the length scale

fZ Co/h.

In D < 3 the contribution from wave-vectors in the
regime |q|¢ < 1 gives rise to contributions to the magnon
self-energy which are non-analytic in h%. Keeping in
mind that for small field the magnetic length £ is large
compared with the lattice spacing, we may calculate the
leading non-analytic magnetic-field dependent contribu-
tions to Eqgs. (&1 B.8) by expanding the integrand in
powers of q.

We find that the leading magnetic field dependence
of the spin-wave velocity ¢_ associated with the gapless
mode is determined by fp. Since we are only interested
in the non-analytic h2-dependence, we may set n ~ 1. In
the thermodynamic limit we then obtain for the domi-
nant contribution to Eq. (&),

N h%aP dPq 1
o~ 755 / (2m)D B3,
Consistently neglecting terms which are analytic in k2,
we may ignore the magnetic field dependence of the non-
interacting spin-wave velocities, ¢+ ~ ¢y = 2v/DJSa,
so that energy dispersions are approximated by E,_ ~
colg| and Egy ~ \/h% + c2q?. Using h, = 2v/Dcy/a we

obtain from Eq. (5.7) for the corresponding dimensionless
coefficient for 1 < D < 3,

(5.9)

(5.10)

mel

S 3
where m = h/h. = ha/(2v/Dcp) is the relevant dimen-
sionless magnetic field [see Eq. (Z51))], and

F() = hcn2f0 = Qap

(5.11)

D—1pD/2 Hm yP !
=2"""D"/“K dy———-——. 5.12
w o), it 612
Here
21—D
Kp=—+—— 5.13
b= 2D (D/2) (5.13)

is the surface area of the D-dimensional unit sphere di-
vided by (27)P. In D < 3 we may take the limit
1/m — oo in ap, so that

o — (%)D/Q r(;T;)'

(5.14)



In particular, as = 2/7. In D = 3 the integral as de-
pends for small m logarithmically on the upper limit,

) _6V3

az ~ asln(1/m), aj = (5.15)
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It turns out that the coefficient Fy in front of the k2-
correction to the self-energy is for small A proportional
to h?, so that for h < A the dominant magnetic-field
dependence of the spin-wave velocity is due to the term
Fy in Eq. (B3). We thus obtain for the leading magnetic
field dependence of the spin-wave velocity of the gapless
magnon

© ~1-F
2 = 0
_ 2 |, _
6\fh2 .
= 1- 2Sh21 (|h|) D=3, (5.16b)

where we have neglected magnetic field independent 1/5-
corrections. Recall that within linear spin-wave theory
the velocity c_ of the gapless magnon is analytic in
h? = h2m?; from Eq. ([252) we obtain c_ ~ ¢g[1 —m?/2)]
for small m. We conclude that in dimensions D < 3 the
dominant magnetic field dependence of the spin-wave ve-
locity of the gapless magnon is due to spin-wave inter-
actions. In Appendix B we show that the non-analytic
dependence on h? predicted by Eq. (5.16a) can be recov-
ered numerically from in the expression for the magnon
self-energy given by Zhitomirsky and Chernyshev1?

B. Quasiparticle residue

In view of the fact that the magnetic field dependence
of the spin-wave velocity of the gapless magnon is domi-
nated by spin-wave interactions, it is reasonable to expect
that also the higher coefficients in the expansion of the
self-energy of the gapless magnon for small wave-vectors
and frequencies exhibit some non-analytic dependence
on the magnetic field. Consider first the renormalized
magnon energies F,, which can be defined by

E} = FE} + ApoReXq(k, Epy + i0). (5.17)
The expansion for small wave-vectors is

B2 =K1+ A_(k)k? + 0(k4)] (5.18)
It is well known22 that only if the coefficient A_ is pos-

itive a gapless magnon with momentum k can sponta-
neously decay into two magnons with momenta g and
k — q. Within linear spin-wave theory we obtain from

Egs. (Z39) and (244) in D dimensions
— 2 k? [1+A (k )k2+0(k4)] (5.19)

2
Ek+

h? + 2 k2 [1+A+( )k2+0(k4)}, (5.20)
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with
A_(k) = _“z [131(1__222) +%Zk;‘;1, (5.21)
~ a2 — m2 ~
Ark) = -7 [Dh _23m2)+%2kﬁ] (5.22)

Obviously, for m < 1 the coefficient A_ (k) is negative
for all directions l%, so that to this order in spin-wave the-
ory the gapless magnon cannot spontaneously decay at
long wave-lengths. For larger m the coefficient A_ (k)
decreases and eventually vanishes at a critical m. (k)
which depends on the direction k. From Eq. (5.2I)

it is easy to show that the direction where m. (k) as-
sumes the smallest possible value is given by the diag-
onal /Acm =...= ]%D, and that the associated minimum
is m. = hi/he = 2/v/7T =~ 0.76. For the special case
D = 2 this result has been obtained previously by Zhit-
omirsky and Chernyshevi?, who examined the leading
1/S-correction in the regime h, < h < h, numerically.
Apparently, the leading 1/S-correction in the limit
of small magnetic fields m = h/h. < 1 has not been
explicitly analyzed in Ref. [10]. In terms of the ex-
pansion coefficients introduced in Eq. (5I) we obtain

A_(k) = A_(k) 4+ 0A_, where the 1/S-correction is

— fs+ fa].

Let us consider first the contribution from the coefficient
f2 related to the w*-term in the expansion of the self-
energy 3 _(0,iw) for small frequencies. Because for small
h the integral defining fs in Eq. (5.8)) the dominated by
wave-vectors |q| < h/co, we may approximate

SA_ = cihe[fo (5.23)

h2%aP dPq 1
85 (2m)P Ej,

fam— (5.24)

The integral is easily evaluated to leading order for small
m < 1. Introducing the dimensionless coefficient

2
_ Gohef2
= 2 (5.25)
we obtain for D < 3,
IR _bp [mP=3 + 0(mP~1)], (5.26)

S

with the numerical coefficient

(2\/5)D—2 oo xD 1
o [ [+ I
_ (2v/D)P—2 25— D
= 2 KD?’\/EF( 5 )1“(3). (5.27)

Bp =

In particular, in two dimensions f2 = 1/(487). Obvi-
ously, for D < 3 the coefficient Fs diverges for m — 0, so



that the contribution from the term fs to dA_ is for suf-
ficiently small m much larger than the linear spin-wave
result (B.2I). It turns out, however, that the singular
contribution to dA_ due to fo is exactly canceled by a
similar contribution from the coefficient f3. In order to
extract the dominated contribution to fs, it is sufficient
to approximate the magnon self-energy (@7) by

2h%aP dPq ) ;.
S /r(2W)D]++(Zkaaq)

Expanding the right-hand side to second order in k and
comparing with Eq. (&.1)), we obtain
10 c2q?

h%aP dPq 1
~ — - — .(5.2
fs 8S /(27r)DE3+ [3 DEgJ (5:29)

The integral can easily be carried out analytically with
the result f3 = fo + O(mP~1). From Eq. (1) we can
also show that the term f; is of order a?mP~1/S and
can be neglected as compared with fo and fs3. Because
0A_ involves the combination f» — f3, we conclude that
the singular contributions proportional to m®”~3 cancel
in 0A_, so that the leading magnetic field dependence of
A_ is proportional to mP =1 oc |h|P~!. This is small com-
pared with the linear spin-wave result but non-analytic
in A2, similar to the leading magnetic field-dependence
of the spin-wave velocity in Eqgs. (5164l

On the other hand, the singular magnetic ﬁeld depen-
dence appearing in the coefficients fo and f3 does not
cancel in the self-energy ¥_ (k, w +i0) off resonance. Re-
taining only the singular contributions to Eq. 7)) we
obtain with f; ~ f3

_(kyiw) ~

(5.28)

Y (k,w+i0) = — fow? + fow?(w? — & E?).  (5.30)

The corresponding renormalized magnon Green function
for small m can be written as

G_(k,iw) = (5.31)

where the renormalized spin-wave velocity is given in

Eqgs. (5.I6al5.161), and

Z_(iw) = 1

1+ Fy + hen? fow?
~ 1— Fy— (a*Fy/c)w?

(5.32)

After analytic continuation to real frequencies we obtain
for the renormalized residue of the magnon peak for small

m,

Zn =7 (iw—¢é_|k|]) = 1 - Fy + Fk%a®

k2a2

1—Fo—ﬂDW-

(5.33)
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Expressing m = h/h. = ha/(2v/Dco) = a/(2v/DE) in
terms of the length scale & = ¢o/h associated with the
magnetic field we may alternatively write

N 1‘%(%)% a0 = Bok’¢?| . (534

where ap = ap(2v/D)'"P and fp = Sp(2v/D)*~P. In
particular, in D = 2 the leading momentum dependence
of Zj_ is proportional to k?¢a = k?coa/h. The higher
powers in k become important for |k£| = 1, so that the
expansion (5.34)) is limited to the regime |k| < 7! < a™!
where the 1/S-correction is small compared with unity.

C. Magnon damping

Given the magnon self-energies ¥, (K) in Eqs. (L7I4S)
and the renormalized magnon dispersions Fk,, the
magnon damping can be obtained from

=% Im¥, (k, Ego + i0).
E%a ( F )

Tho = — (5.35)

Zhitomirsky and Chernyshevi® have shown that in two
dimensions one should self-consistently take into account
the imaginary part of the magnon self-energy when eval-
uating the integrals on the right-hand side of Eq. (4.7]).
However, as long as we are not too close to the criti-
cal field h., the result for the magnon damping is non-
singular even if we ignore the damping of intermediate
magnons in Eq. (£1). We therefore expect that a sim-
plified version of Eq. (£.35]) taking into account only the
renormalization of the real part of the magnon dispersion
yields a qualitatively correct estimate for the magnon
damping away from h,.

To calculate the damping 'y of the gapless magnon
for wave-vectors |k| < h/cy = £, it is sufficient to
retain in Eq. (1) only the terms involving the functions

™ ” (iw, k, @), because the imaginary part of the functions

I( )(w + 140, k, ¢) vanishes for w < 2h. Using Eq. (I12)
we obtain for w>0
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Im [Mi(k, I (w +1i0,k, q) + 2M_(k, @) M_(q, k)T (w + i0, k, q) + M2 (g, k) I (w + 0, k, q)

™

a2 2 ~
=-7 (W) W(k,q)0(w — Ex—q- — Eq-),

where

q k—q
Wik.a) = o=+ B ot g

—2(k* = ¢*)(¢* — 2k - q).

Note that in the non-linear sigma model the contribution
corresponding to Eq. (530) is neglected because the rel-
evant vertex involving three gapless magnons is set equal
to zero (see Eq. ([B33), which is correct to leading or-
der in the derivatives. Hence, the damping of the gapless
magnon cannot be obtained using the NLSM. To estimate
the magnon damping we set w = Ei_ and approximate
the renormalized magnon dispersion by

(5.37)

En_ ~c_|k|(1+A_K?), (5.38)

where for simplicity we have replaced the direction-
dependent coefficient A_ (k) defined in Eq. (5I8) by
some angular average A_. At long wave-lengths we then
obtain

r - /D h2aD+3/ dPq W(k,q)

8(4D)?2~ S 2nD &k

X0(Eg— — Eg—q— — Eq-). (5.39)

As discussed in the textbook by Lifshitz and PitaevskiiZ2,
in the long wave-length limit the energy conservation
Eyx_ = Ei_q— + Eq_ can only be satisfied for A_>0.
From our discussion in Sec. [V B (see also Ref. [10]) we
know that this condition is only satisfied in a certain
range h, < |h| < h. of magnetic fields below the sat-
uration field. We now restrict ourselves to this regime,
without explicitly calculating the magnetic-field depen-
dence of the coefficient A_ > 0. If & is not very close to
the threshold fields h, and h., we expect by dimensional
analysis that A_/a? is a number of the order of unity.
The energy conservation then implies that the allowed
vectors g are almost parallel to the direction of k and
satisfy ¢ < k. In fact, it is easy to show that the angle
¥ between k and q is ¥ ~ \/6A_(k — ¢q) due to energy
conservation so that for A_k? < 1 we may approximate

5B — g —Fy )~ W= VOA (k=) )

V6A_c_kq

and

Q

k
|k — q| k—q—i—k—_qq(l—cosﬁ)

Q

(k—q)(1+ 3A_kq). (5.41)

(5.36)

Keeping in mind that A_kg < 1 we obtain from

Eq. (B31),

Wik,q) ~ 9kq(k — q).

(5.42)
The integrations in Eq. (539) are now elementary and
we obtain for the damping of magnons with wave-vectors
in the regime |k| < h/co < a™! at zero temperature in
D dimensions,

Te. b [ h\>2 —\ D-3 B
=S (h_) \/6A_ aP KPP (5.43)
where
9 ! D—1
YD = —KD—l/ dalx(l — )]
64v/D 0
_ 9 212D vrl(D) ' (5.44)
64vD I'D+3)
In two dimensions we have 7o = 3/(128v/27) and
25 3,3
va [ h\" é_|k|a
Iee==—) ———. 5.45
s (h) 6A_ (545)

The |k|?-dependence of the magnon damping has been
obtained previously by Zhitomirsky and Chernyshevi?.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The main result of this work is the discovery that in
quantum Heisenberg antiferromagnets subject to a weak
uniform external field the leading 1/S-correction to the
self-energy of the gapless magnon is a non-analytic func-
tion of h? in dimensions D < 3. We have explicitly
calculated the leading magnetic field dependence of the
spin-wave velocity and the momentum-dependent quasi-
particle residue of the gapless magnon. At the first sight
it is surprising that for quantum antiferromagnets in a
uniform magnetic field at zero temperature the dimen-
sion D = 3 plays the role of a critical dimension below
which fluctuations lead to a non-analytic magnetic field
dependence of the magnon spectrum. However, the gap-
less magnons in our model can be viewed as an interact-
ing Bose gas in the condensed phase23, where the Bogoli-
ubov mean-field theory is known2422 to break down in
dimensions D < 3.



Finally, let us point out that our hybrid approach be-
tween 1/S-expansion and NLSM is a very convenient pa-
rameterization of the spin-wave expansion, which should
also be useful in other contexts. While the calculations
presented here can (with some effort) also be carried
out using the conventional parameterization of the 1/5-
expansion, our hybrid approach greatly facilitates the
identification of the frequency dependent contributions
to the magnon self-energies which give rise to the domi-
nant magnetic field dependent corrections to the magnon
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spectrum.
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APPENDIX A: QUARTIC SPIN-WAVE INTERACTION IN HERMITIAN FIELD PARAMETERIZATION

In Hermitian field parameterization, the quartic part of the Hamiltonian H defined in Eqs. Z722.73) is

E 5k1 +kotkz+ky,0
kikoksky

1 o .
x [E (Fiiii(kl, ko, ks, k4) Peys Pyt Pog s Pegs +TFFPE (K, koo, ks, k4)Pk1,Pk2,Pk3,Pk4,)

1 . . . . . N N .
+E(F§§§,X(kl7k27k37k4)Xk17Xk2—Xk3ka4— -l-Fffff(khk27k37k4)Xk1+Xk2+Xk3+Xk4+)
+ﬁ(Fiiflj(khk2§k37k4)15k1+pk2+15k3715k4— +F)fi(ff(klyk%k37k4)Xk17Xk27Xk3+Xk4+)
L
(21)?

1 . . . . . . . .
+W (Fiiff(kl, ko ks, ka){ Py s Progy Xiegt Xear } + 205X (Ror, ko ks, ka) { Pry — Proy— Xy — Xy — })

+ (Fiii{i{ (k17 k2§ k37 k4)Pk1+Pk2+Xk3*Xk4* + Ff}jff (k17 kQ; k37 k4)pklfpk2*Xk3+Xk4+)

ATV (B Ko k4){13k1+Xk2+}{13k37Xk47}} , (A1)
where the symmetrization symbol {...} is defined in Eq. ([2:66) and we have used
AP 1rn o o o 1
{PIPX3X4} = 3 [Png, X3X4] . + 1 (0143,00244,0 + 01+44,002+43,0) - (A.2)

For convenience we now introduce the short notation vg, = v1, Y&, = 72 (and similarly for the other labels) and
symmetrize the vertices whenever the interaction is symmetric with respect to the exchange of the field labels. For
the vertices involving four fields of the same type we obtain

he
Fi{i{fj{(kh ko ks, ks) = 165 [’Yl +v2 +v3+ 72— 2a(yi42 +V344) F (2 3) + (2 4)]7
(A.3)
XXXX he
it (kny ko ks, k) = 105 [04(71 +92+ 78+ 7a) — 20(V142 +ys44) + (26 3) + (2 ¢ 4)}7
(A.4)
he
DY (K1, Kooy hes, ) = 16 [—’Yl — Y2 =73 —7a — 20(y142 +y344) + (24 3) + (2 ¢ 4)]7
(A.5)
PPPP he
P22 (ki ko, ks, k) = 165 [—06(71 +72+ 73 +7a) — 20(v1i42+7344) + (2 3)+ (2 & 4)}

(A.6)
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The vertices involving two pairs of fields of the same type can be written as

he
Fi(i(ff(kl, koj ks, ka) = 163 [’Yl + v2 + a(ys +v4) — 2a(y142 + ’Y3+4)], (A7)
he
DEEEE (ki oy ks, ka) = 165 [—Wl — 2 — a(y3 +va) — 20(y142 + W3+4)]7 (A.8)
he
DYV XY (K1, kos ks, ka) = 165 [3(—% — Y2 +v3 +7a)
=20 (V142 + V344 — V143 — Y244 — V243 — 71+4)], (A.9)
PP (ko kaska k) = 1o [3a(—71 — Y2 + 73 + Ya)
=20 (V142 + Y344 — V143 — V244 — Y243 — 71+4)], (A.10)
he
TV (o ks ks, ka) = 165 [—Wl =72+ a(ys+7a) — 20(y142 + W3+4)]7 (A.11)
he
XX (Ko, kos ks, ka) = 163 [—0(71 +7v2) +v3+ 72 — 20(v142 + ’Y3+4)]- (A12)
And finally, there is one vertex without permutation symmetry connecting four different field types2¢,
he
DU (ouskaiksika) = 7% [1 + a(=72 +98) = 7 — 20311 +7243)] - (A.13)
Note that the above vertices are analytic functions of the where the self-energy has the form
external momenta and of h%. On the other hand, if we
express H) in terms of the usual magnon creation and
annihilation operators, we obtain vertices which are sin-
gular for certain combinations of external momenta®:8:6. SV (k,iw) = Eiés(k, iw) + E%S(lq’ iw)
1/8 1/8
+3507 (k) + 2,07 (k). (B.2)

APPENDIX B: NUMERICAL CONFIRMATION
OF EQUATION ((5.16a) IN TWO DIMENSIONS

In this appendix we briefly review the calculation of
the 1/S-corrections to the field dependent spin-wave dis-
persion in two dimensions as obtained within the conven-
tional 1/S-expansion by Zhitomirsky and Chernyshev in
Ref. [10]. From the numerical analysis of this expression
we quantitatively confirm our result given in Eq. (5.16a)
for the linear magnetic field dependence of the spin-wave
velocity associated with the gapless magnon. In our nota-
tion the expression for the on-shell renormalized magnon
energy Ei, given in Ref. [10] can be written as

Eko = Epy + Re Y9 (k, Exy + i0), (B.1)

O (k101, koo, ksos)

- -

0373

Oo(k101, koo, ksos) o171

+

(
(
(
(
(
(

+

0171 (U105, + 01V10,
0272(U2s, + 02V24,

UZos T 03V34,

0272(U24, + 02V24,

) )
) )
) )
Uty + 01010, )(02US05 V20s + 03U20, V305 )
) )
0373 (U305 + 03V305)( )

The frequency dependent contributions to the self-energy
are given by

h2\% 2 2 (ko, qr, k — qoT)
2105 (Ryiw) = —S = nEo B.3
lo ( ;Zw) 16S N — i — EqT _Ek—qﬁ ) ( )
h2X2 2 — D2(k k + qoF
S5 (i) = — 1) 2(ko,qr.k + qo7) g 4

165 N 4= i+ Eqr + Entqor

where ¢ = —o denotes a sign change such that o7 =
—oT, and the functions ®; and ®5 are defined as

03U20,V305 T 02U305V20,
Ulg, Uy T 0301V855V10,

U205, Uley + 0102V15, V20, )

01U303V10; T 03U15, V303

01U20, V10, T 02U10, V20, ) -
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The frequency independent 1/S-contributions to the self-energy are

he

Eéés(k) = _(uio’ + U%co‘)[_’ila + Kan

25

— Uk Vko [m2m2 — k3n®+ 20k (kar — kin? + f<a4m2/2)] ,

258
h

S5 (k) = TEmP (ke — k1 + k) [(udy + Ry ) (1 — 0k) — 290 Vo]

S

096 ]

0.94} 1

0 0.025 0.05 0.075 0.1
hih,

FIG. 4: Evolution of the spin-wave velocity of the gap-
less magnon as a function of the external magnetic field for
S =1/2. The full line shows the spin-wave velocity obtained
numerically from Eq. (B normalized by the zero-field value
éo =~ 1.16¢o for S = 1/2 (see Ref. [4])). The dashed line shows
the prediction of Eq. (5.I6al). Good agreement is obtained in
the limit of vanishing fields which confirms that the leading
field dependence is described by Eq. (B.1Ga).

with

2

K1 = N%vim (B.9a)
2

Ky = N;vkwkﬂk, (B.9b)

K3 = EZJU,% Vi s (B.9¢)
N ko ’
2

Kq = NkZO'UkG-UkO-. (Bgd)

— kigm? 4 ok (—kza + kan? /2 — k1m?))

While the self-energy (B2) can be easily evaluated nu-
merically, it is not very accessible for analytical treat-
ments and the leading small field behavior of the spin-
wave dispersion is not easily extracted from it. The
equivalent expression Eq. (@1) in the Hermitian field
parametrization is more amenable to an analytical inves-
tigation of the long wavelength physics. To calculate the
self-energy given in Eq. (B2) we performed a two dimen-
sional integration and used an analytical continuation to
real frequencies. Performing a numerical derivative with
respect to the momentum k at the point in the Bril-
louin zone where the dispersion is gapless finally yields
the spin-wave velocity. In Fig. @l we compare the numer-
ically obtained spin-wave velocity of the gapless mode at
small fields with the prediction of Eq. (51Gal). At very
small fields, the numerical solution indeed confirms the
behavior given in Eq. (5I6al). For slightly larger fields,
corrections beyond the linear dependence are also visible.
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